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TO PROVIDE FOR NATIONAL CEMETERIES IN THE 
STATE OF ARIZONA 


MONDAY, JUNE 16, 1952 


Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFATRS, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Pusiic LANDs, 
Washington, m..o. 


The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Lloyd M. Bentsen, 
Jr. (chairman of the subcommittee), presiding. 

Mr. Bentsen. We have before us for consideration this morning a 
bill for the establishment of a national cemetery in the State of Ari- 
zona. This bill has passed the Senate. It is 8, 2621. We also have 
an identical bill (H. R. 7080) introduced by the Honorable Harol rs A. 
Patten, Member of Congress from Arizona. 

(The bill referred to is as follows:) 

[S. 2621, 82d Cong., 2d sess.] 
AN ACT To provide for national cemeteries in the State of Arizona 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
and directed (1) to establish one or more national cemeteries at a location 
selected by him in the State of Arizona and (2) to acquire, by donation, purchase, 
condemnation, or otherwise, such land as may be required for the establishment 
of such national cemeteries. 

Sec. 2. When requested to do so by the Secretary of the Army, the Administra- 
tor of the General Services is authorized and directed to transfer to the Depart- 
ment of the Army, without reimbursement or transfer of funds, any Government- 
owned land in the State of Arizona, which the Secretary of the Army has deter- 
mined to be suitable for the purposes of this statute and which is otherwise sur- 
plus to Government needs. In addition, the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
to utilize when practicable, for the establishment thereon of a national cemetery 
or cemeteries, such Government-owned lands under the jurisdiction of the De- 
partment of the Army which are located within the State of Arizona and which 
are no longer needed for military purposes. 

Sec. 3. Upon selection by the Secretary of the Army of such land, as provided 
in sections 1 and 2 hereof, he is authorized to establish such national cemeteries 
and to provide for the care and maintenance thereof. 

Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to prescribe such regulations 
as he may deem necessary for the administration of this Act. 

Sec. 5. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary to carry 
into effect the purposes of this Act. 

Passed the Senate June 2, 1952. 

Attest: Les.ir L. BIFFLE, 

Secretary. 
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2 NATIONAL CEMETERIES IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA 


[S. Rept. No. 1600, 82d Cong., 2d sess.] 
PROVIDING FOR NATIONAL CEMETERIES IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA 


The Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affiairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2621) to provide for national cemeteries in the State of Arizona, 
having considered the same, report favorably thereon without amendment and 
with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The purpose of the bill is to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Army 
to establish one or more national cemeteries at a location selected by him in the 
State of Arizona and to acquire such land as may be required for the establish- 
ment of such national cemeteries. 

The Department of the Army advises there is no national cemetery in the 
State of Arizona and there are no existing national cemeteries in States adjacent 
to Arizona which can be utilized to service the approximately 72,000 veteran 
population of the State. The nearest existing national cemeteries are from 400 
to 600 miles distant from Phoenix (the most densely veteran populated area 
of the State). The veteran population is sufficient to warrant the establishment 
of a national cemetery in the State. 

Further detailed information is carried in the favorable report of the Depart- 
ment of the Army, which report is hereinbelow set forth in full and made a part 
of this report. 

As indicated in this report, the Bureau of the Budget has no objection to the 
submission of the favorable report. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1952. 
Hon. JosepH C, O'MAHONEY, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, 

DeAR SENATOR O’MAHONEY: Reference is made to your request to the Secre- 
tary of the Army for the views of the Department of the Army with respect to 
S. 2621, Eighty-second Congress, a bill to provide for national cemeteries in the 
State of Arizona. The Secretary of Defense has delegated to the Department of 
the Army the responsibility for expressing the views of the Department of De- 
fense thereon. 

The Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of Defense has 
considered the above-mentioned bill. 

The purpose of S. 2621 is to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Army 
to establish one or more national cemeteries at a location selected by him in the 
State of Arizona and to acquire such land in the State of Arizona as may be 
required for the establishment of such national cemeteries: 

(1) By donation, purchase, condemnation, or otherwise ; 

(2) By utilization of such Government-owned lands under the jurisdiction 
of the Department of the Army which are no longer needed for military 
purposes ; 

(3) By transfer of any Government-owned lands suitable for the purposes 
of the legislation which are otherwise surplus to Government needs; upon 
request of the Secretary of the Army, the Administrator of the General 
Services is authorized and directed to transfer such lands to the Department 
of the Army without reimbursement or transfer of funds. 

There is no national cemetery in the State of Arizona and there are no existing 
national cemeteries in the States adjacent to Arizona which can be conveniently 
utilized to service the approximately 72,000 veteran population of the State. 
The nearest existing national cemeteries to the Phoenix area (the most densely 
veteran populated area of the State) are Fort Bliss, Tex.; Santa Fe, N. Mex.; 
Fort Rosecrans, Calif.; and Fort Logan, Colo.; which are approximately 400, 500, 
500, and 600 miles, respectively, from Phoenix. The veteran population is suffi- 
cient to warrant the establishment of a national cemetery in the State. 

If S. 2621 is enacted into law, authority will be granted to the Secretary of the 
Army to utilize Government-owned lands in the State of Arizona which are not 
required for military use if such lands exist, thus potentially eliminating expendi- 
tures involved in acquiring lands for the purposes of the act. 

In view of the foregoing, the Department of the Army on behalf of the Depart- 
ment of Defense favors enactment into law of S. 2621 if the Congress deems 
enactment of such legislation to be in the public interest. 

The initial cost of establishing one national cemetery in the State of Arizona 
and the development of facilities to meet anticipated requirements for an initial 
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5-year period will be approximately $259,000 (excludes cost of acquiring land). 
The total ultimate cost to complete development of the cemetery will be approxi- 
mately $836,000 (excludes cost of acquiring land). 

This report has been coordinated among the departments and boards in the 
Department of Defense in accordance with procedures prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of Defense. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that there is no objection to the submission 
of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANK Pace, Jr., 
Secretary of the Army. 

There is also attached hereto, and made a part of this report, House Memorial 

No. 5 of the Arizona State Legislature, requesting favorable action of S. 2621. 


STATE OF ARIZONA 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Arizona, &s: 

I, Wesley Bolin, Secretary of State, do hereby certify that the attached docu- 
ment is a true, correct, and complete copy of House Memorial No. 5, second 
regular session, twentieth legislature ; that I am the official of the State of Arizona 
having custody and control of the original of said copy and the legal keeper 
thereof. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
the State of Arizona. Done at Phoenix, the capital, this 7th day of April A. D. 
1952. 

[SEAL] WESLEY BOoLin, 

Secretary of State. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, TWENTIETH LEGISLATURE, SECOND REGULAR SESSION 
House MEMORIAL No. 5 


A MEMORIAL RELATING TO NATIONAL CEMETERIES, AND REQUESTING FAVORABLE ACTION 
ON SENATE BILL 2621 


To the Congress of the United States of America: 

Your memorialist respectfully represents: Nenate bill 2621, introduced in the 
United States Senate by Hon. Ernest W. McFarland, Senator from Arizona, 
provides for the establishment of one or more national cemeteries in the State of 
Arizona. 

Because of climatic conditions highly beneficial to persons afflicted with certain 
serious and often fatal ailments, Arizona has attracted to its borders many 
thousands of war veterans. 

Due to this migration from all parts of the Nation of veterans desirous of 
receiving benefits of these unusually favorable conditions, the veteran popula- 
tion of Arizona is probably greater proportionally than that of any other State, 
and is steadily increasing. 

In addition to the maintenance of several veterans’ hospitals in the State 
there are a number of military and naval installations. 

For the reasons given it is obvious that the need for national cemeteries iu 
Arizona is both real and urgent. 

Wherefore your memorialist, the House of Representatives of the State of 
Arizona, prays: 

1. That the Congress enact Senate bill 2621. 

Passed the house March 21, 1952, by unanimous vote. 

Filed in the office of the secretary of state March 21, 1952. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Ragan, is Mr. Harry D. Riggs here this morning? 

Mr. Racan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bentsen. Will you ask him to take the stand, please / 

Will you state for the record your name and the association you 
represent ? 
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STATEMENT OF HARLEY D. RIGGS, REPRESENTING THE AMERICAN 
CEMETERY ASSOCIATION AND THE NATIONAL CEMETERY ASSO- 
CIATION 


Mr. Rices. I am Harley D. Riggs, and I represent the American 
Cemetery Association and the National Cemetery Association. 

Mr. Bentsen. Would you prefer to be seated, Mr. Riggs? 

You may proceed, Mr. Riggs. 

Mr. Rices. Of course, gentlemen of the committee, Mr. Chairman, 
this is one of the occasions that I wish I were a Congressman or a 
speaker. 

I happen to have come from Oskaloosa, Iowa. I live in a small 
community of approximately 12,000, I am the active manager, and 
have been for the past 25 years, of a small community cemetery. 

The thought which I hope to convey to you are the thoughts of the 
American Cemetery Association, the National Cemetery Association, 
and are concurred in by the National Catholic Cemetery Council. 

I represent every type of cemetery—municipal, fraternal, nonprofit, 
religious, and profit. 

Representing these groups I am here in opposition to Senate bill 
2621, which is now before your committee, and which provides for the 
establishment of one or more national cemeteries in the State of 
Arizona. 

Our opposition to the bill is based on three principal reasons: 

First, that national cemeteries to be provided in S. 2621 are not 
needed, 

Second, that the national cemeteries provided in S. 2621 are not 
wanted, except by a very few—— 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Riggs, I have a telegram here I will insert in the 
record. It says: 

Seventy-five thousand veterans urge favorable consideration Federal cemetery 
for Arizona. Assure committee this project needed. It is greater distance from 
Phoenix to closest Federal cemetery than distance from New York City to 
Chicago. Survey of veterans’ organizations membership in Arizona reveals 
demand for this project unanimous. 

VOITURE 35, Forty AND EIGHT, 
Joe Ercurnaum, Chief degare. 
CHARLES 8S. StrouGH, Correspondent. 

Mr. Rigas. IT am glad you brought that up. I would like to cover 
that a little later in my evidence here, if I may. 

Mr. Bentsen. I was just thinking about your statement. You said 
there were very people that were for it. 

Mr. Riccs. Well, I say they are not wanted except by a very few, 
and I meant very few, comparatively, to the number of people in 
the State of Arizona, and I hope to present evidence to bear out 
that fact. 

The third statement I would like to make is that the national cem- 
eteries provided in S. 2621 will not be used to any extent if provided. 

Our interest, like yours, is for the veteran, and anything that I say 
to you will relate toward the objective of serving the best interest of 
the veteran. Many members of the organization I represent are 
themselves veterans and have veterans’ sons who have been in the 
service. 
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I The people in Iowa, like those in other parts of the country, are 
vitally interested in this Arizona bill, for they believe it is another 
step in establishing a network of federally owned cemeteries. 

If the Arizona bill is singled out and passed, it calls at later ses- 
sions for the adoption of similar bills for other States, until a whole 
network of national cemeteries is completed. 

Those of us who are operating private cemeteries of the Nation are 
perhaps better informed and better able than anyone to give you the 
facts concerning the sentiment, the attitudes of families, the attitudes 
of veterans to the operation of a national cemetery, for we are dealing 
with these families and these veterans each day in our work. 

We are not a military nation. The veteran was taken from the ranks 
of family life and when he entered the military service he wanted to 
return to his family circle. 

Just as he lived with his friends and relatives, when he dies he wants 
to be buried with them in the family plot, in the community where 
he was reared and where he lived and died. 

You know, gentlemen, it is the human, natural custom of us Ameri- 
cans to assemble our loved ones together in death. 

We have found through our own experience that no family wants 
to travel farther than 15 or 20 miles to a place of interment and usually 
a shorter distance than that. If national cemeteries are to serve all 
the veterans, they must be established in every community where there 
is now an existing cemetery serving that community. Burial in the 
community cemetery is the method honored by custom, tradition, and 
sentiment, and in many cases is an essential part of the religious 
beliefs. 

Approximately one-third of the people of America are Catholics 
and the Catholic Church requires its members to be buried in conse- 
crated ground. Approximately 10 percent of the people of America 

are Orthodox Jews and Lutherans who have similar requirements. 

I would like to quote—— 

| Mr. Bentsen. What did you say about the number of Catholics in 

this country ? 

Mr. Riees. I am not familiar with the total population of the 
country. 

Mr. BenTseN. It is over 150 million. 

Mr. Riges. I have it from the authorities of the Catholic Church 
that approximately 20 percent of the people are Catholic. 

I would like to quote a statement by a high authority of the Catholic 

Church, read into the record of this committee in its hearings in 

i October 1945: 

Various bills now pending before your committee providing for additional 
national cemeteries are cause for grave concern te many citizens of the Catholic 
faith. From the very beginning of Christianity to the present day the burial 
of its deceased members has been a right of their church and the faithful through 
centuries considered burial in consecrated ground not merely a pious custom, 
but a religious duty. 





Most of the cemeteries in America have already honored the vet- 
erans by setting aside for them special areas for the burial of them- 
selves and their families. A national survey made within the last 
vear disclosed that two-thirds of the private cemeteries of the United 
States—and I would like to repeat that : A national survey made within 
the last year disclosed that two-thirds of the private cemeteries in 
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the United States—had either provided special veterans’ sections or 
are providing preferential treatment for veterans. Only a small per- 
centage of the veterans, therefore, would benefit from the tremendous 
expenditure that would be required to set up these national cemeteries. 

Mr. Bentsen. What expenditure do you anticipate being expended 
if they set up a cemetery in Arizona / 

Mr. Rigas. I would like to cover that a little later, if I may, please, 
because the only thing that we have is the Army’s statement about it. 

Mr. Bentsen. And you tell me that you are here testifying for the 
Catholic association, too? Did I understand you to say at the be- 
ginning you were echoing their sentiment, or did I understand you to 
say you had been authorized to testify for them? I want to clear up 
that. point. 

Mr. Riees. I said I had been authorized to say that they concur in 
my statements. 

Only a small percentage of the veterans, therefore, would benefit 
from the tremendous expenditures that would be required to set up 
these national cemeteries. 

It is our position that a disservice would be done to the veterans 
who pay the taxes to provide these proposed national cemeteries, w hich 
would not be used, and that the same veterans’ interests may better 
be served by making a proper allowance for use in a cemetery ‘of their 
own choosing and in conformity to their religious beliefs. 

Let us reflect a moment on the costs: As ‘compared to an adequate 
allowance for burial in municipal, religious, and private cemeteries, 
the cost figures for establishing the proposed national cemeteries would 
be astronomical. The cost of establishment, however, is but the begin- 
ning. Once they are established the Government would be saddled 
with an ever-mounting never-ending cost of maintenance that would 
many times exceed the original cost. 

Mr. Miuier. Will the gentleman yield there for a question ? 

Mr. Bentsen. Dr. Miller. 

Mr. Mitzer. Have you broken it down as to the individual cost of 
burying an individual in a Government cemetery or in a private ceme- 
tery? What will be the difference to the individual? Are there some 
concessions that are made when he is buried in a national cemetery ? 

Mr. Riges. Frankly, Mr. Miller, I know of no cemetery which I 
represent that doesn’t furnish free burial space to any veteran, so 
there is no cost so far as space is concerned. 

Mr. Mituer. That is according to space. What about the other de- 
tails, the preparation of the body and handling of the body, and so 
forth? Is there some concession there by the Government ? 

Mr. Rigas. I think practically eac +h county—in my particular county, 
through State and local aid, there is approximately $150 allotted in 
the State of Iowa for the burial of deceased veterans. 

Mr. Mitre. Must they be buried in a private or national cemetery ¢ 

Mr. Rices. They can be buried any place they want to be buried. 
That is up to the veteran and his family. 

Mr. Minter. What about other services—the minister and the ye wt 
and other things? Are they buried by the Government or by the 
Legion post or someone ¢ 

Mr. Riees. I don’t know. I would naturally presume that some of 
these expenses are borne by this $150 allotment that goes to the funeral 
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4 director who gets paid for his services and distributes the funds to 
. the various people who have something to do with the service. _ 

Mr. Mitier. And you think there is no savings if the individual 
would be buried in a national or in a private cemetery ¢ 

Mr. Riees. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Bentsen. No savings to whom ¢ 
‘ Mr. Mitter. To the individual. 

‘ Mr. Rigas. No savings to the individual. In fact, as I would like 
to show later, the veteran who doesn’t use it—and past records, which 
have been submitted to you gentlemen, show that only a small per- 
' centage of them utilize the facilities of a national cemetery, even if it 

is established—and we think that the veteran is being taxed—the ap- 
roximately eighty-some percent who won’t use it—is being taxed to 
a up these things and we think that the better way is to take care of 
the veteran by Government or State allowance. 

It is much cheaper that way, and let him bury in the cemetery of his 
own choosing. 

Mr. Bentsen. I am not particularly impressed by adjectives such 
as “astronomical,” and so forth. I would like facts and figures instead 
of the use of merely adjectives. I want facts and figures as to why 
it is cheaper to go this route that you propose. 

Mr. Poutson. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Bentsen. Yes. 

Mr. Poutson. This will give an opportunity for some more colonels 
to find lodging places. In previous testimony we have had in this com- 
mittee, when we brought up the various administration problems of 
the national cemeteries, we found out how many of these commis- 
sioned officers, including colonels, it took to operate the national 
cemeteries. 

Mr. Bentsen. If you will give us some facts and figures on which 
we can act, 

Mr. Rices. You know, unfortunately, Mr. Bentsen, I can’t give you 
any Government facts and figures because they are not available. 

I have been unable, our associations have been unable, I think your 
committee has been unable, to ascertain in any definite way the cost of 
operating and maintaining the previous nationally owned Government 
cemeteries. If those figures are available, I would be very happy to 
have them. They are not available. I would be happy to give them 
to you if they want. 

[ am particularly speaking about this Arizona bill and the reason 
I am speaking about it is because if it is passed it is opening the door 
to this great network or chain of national cemeteries that I think are 
objectionable, but in talking about this bill, I want to give you some 
facts about Arizona, and they pertain to this particular bill. 

Mr. Bentsen. Fine. 

Mr. Riees. A recent survey discloses that—and I might add that 
this survey was made by the cemetery people in Arizona—a recent 
survey discloses that in the city of Phoenix, the largest of the State, 
there are two nonsectarian cemeteries and three religious cemeteries 
which are taking excellent care of the veterans. 

In Greenwood Memorial Park there are approximately 140 acres. 
This acreage has served the community since 1906, and approximately 
93 acres are still available for burial. Greenwood has a special section 
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for veterans. Memory Lawn Memorial Park has a total of 48 acr 
= adequate space for veteran,interment. 

Francis Catholic Cemetery and the two Jewish cemeteries in 
Phosnix have ample space for expansion needs for a hundred years. 

In Glendale, Ariz., outside of Phoenix, is Rest Haven Memorial 
Park, a new burial ground with unlimited opportunities for the future. 

In Tucson, Ariz., the next heavily populated area in the State, 
“vergreen Cemetery has a special veterans section. It has ample 
acreage for the burial, for burials, for 100 years or more, and happens 
also to be the contracting cemetery for the Veterans’ Administration 
hospitals in that vicinity. South Lawn Cemetery in Tucson has 150 
acres of property opened to future use. 

Yuma, Ariz., Desert Lawn Memorial Park, has nearly all its pres- 
ent acreage of 150 acres still available and has special veterans’ sections, 

In Mesa, Ariz., the Mesa Municipal Cemetery has over 60 acres 
available for use. 

Mr. Bentsen. Let me interrupt you at this time, Mr. Riggs. I am 
going to refer back to a statement you made a little earlier which I 
would like clarified. You said that none of the cemeteries which you 
represent—and I don’t know how far you go in that representation— 
I notice here you are representing American Cemetery Association 
and the National Cemetery Association—none of them charge the vet- 
eran for burial; is that correct ? 

Mr. Riees. That is correct. 

Mr. Bentsen. Does the cemetery association receive any funds from 
the Federal Government for the burial of that veteran or not ? 

Mr. Riees. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bentsen. They receive not one dollar ? 

Mr. Rices. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Bentsen. That is very commendable if it is correct. 

Mr. Mitier. One question there: They give special consideration 
if the veteran is buried in the veteran section of the cemetery, but if 
the veteran is buried in the family lot, he gets no consideration ¢ 

Mr. Rees. We have different types of veterans, gentlemen, I mean 
there are veterans, and I have been burying veterans for 28 years— 
there are veterans whose families’ pride—they don’t want a Govern- 
ment marker because they want to buy other markers of their own 
choosing and so the other markers 

Mr. Bentsen. Then there are veterans that you charge and some 
veterans that you would not? 

Mr. Riaes. That is right, but any needy veteran or any veteran that 
requests it, so far as I know, has no charge made against him for his 
interment. 

Mr. Bentsen. If he is buried ina special plot; is that right? 

Mr. Riees. That is right. If he is buried in a veterans’ plot. 

Mr. Mixer. He still gets the $150 when he is buried in a family 
plot or veterans’ cemetery or in a special plot for veterans in a private 
cemetery; isn’t that right? 

Mr. Riaes. That is right. 

I know that it isn’t a popular thing for one appearing before a com- 
mittee such as this to make any personal reference, but I would like 
to conclude my remarks by making a personal reference. 

I had a son who was 19 years younger than I. We were very close, 
and he was in the airborne infantry of World War IT, stationed at 
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Camp McCall, in North Carolina. I had the occasion to visit him 
three different times at that camp. I became very familiar with his 
buddies and I was accepted as one of their pals. 

Naturally being in the cemetery business, I talked to them about the 
disposal of their own remains should death occur. I followed this boy 
to Camp Forrest, in Tennessee, visiting him at the camps, and I came 
in contact with his buddies. 

Do you know, I had the misfortune to lose my son, and due to cir- 
cumstances I was unable to have him brought back to our family lot 
in Forest Cemetery, in Oskaloosa, Iowa. 

On the space that would have been his, on our family plot, however, 
I have personally erected at my own expense a marker commemorating 
hismemory. A flag flies there. It means something tome. It would: 
mean something to you to have a place close to home where you could 
go and memoralize your loved one. 


If there are any questions, I would be happy to answer them, if I can. 
Mr. Bentsen. Are there any questions of the witness? Mr. 
Murdock ¢ 


- Mr. Murpock. No questions. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mrs. Bosone / 

Mrs. Bosonr. No questions. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Crawford ? 

Mr. Crawrorp. No questions. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Miller / 

Mr. Mitier. No questions. 

Mr. Bentsen. No questions’ If not, thank you for your testimony, 
Mr. Riggs. 

The next witness, representing the Western Cemetery Association, 
Mr. Brennan. 


STATEMENT OF RAYMOND BRENNAN, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, 
WESTERN CEMETERY ALLIANCE 


Mr. Brennan. I am the executive secretary of the Western Cemetery 
Alliance, which is made up of the 12 Western States. The chairman 
of our legislative committee is Senator Richards, of Utah. He, in 
past years, has appeared before this committee and is thoroughly fa- 
miliar with the facts. He was in hopes of being here and asked for 
a brief continuance so he could come, but unfortunately he could not 
be here today because he is attending the meeting of the American 
Bar Association. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Brennan, I am sure your association is ably 
represented by you. , , 

Mr. Brennan. Which is even worse, Congressman Bentsen. I found 
myself, when notice reached me, some 400 miles away from the office, 
Wednesday, I believe, and I have been unable to return to the office. 
I flew directly here from the northern part of our State. 

There are facts which I do have in the office which are extremely 
pertinent to the particular bill which is before you, and I am wonder- 
ing if this request would be in order: that an opportunity be afforded 
us within a period of a week or a few days to file you a written state- 
ment of our position and the facts which are pertinent to this bill? 

Mr. Bentsen. I see no objection to that, Mr. Brennan. 
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Mr. Brennan. If we could be given maybe 10 days. Would that 
be too long? 

Mr. Bentsen. The time is running awfully short on consideration 
of these bills, let’s limit it to 1 week. 

Mr. Brennan. Very well. I will take no further time because I am 
very anxious to present the things that are permanent. 

Mr. Bentsen. Go right ahead and testify on any points you might 
know something about. 

Mr. Brennan. There might be one correction. I do not think that 
all of the private cemeteries as indicated perhaps to you give free 
burial space to veterans. 

Mr. Bentsen. I don’t believe they do, either. 

. Mr. Brennan. I think the testimony is clear that for the purpose 
of record the Government does allow $150. That goes for the entire 
funeral service and a portion of that may or may not go to the ceme- 
tery. Many of the cemeteries do and I think particularly in Arizona, 
vive a free grave but that further fact can be brought to your atten- 
tion through our presentation. 

Mrs. Bosone. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question / 

Mr. Bentsen. Mrs. Bosone. 

Mrs. Bosonr. Mr. Brown, in Utah there was some movement for a 
national cemetery and then I found that so many of the citizens said 
the people in Utah prefer to have their veterans buried on their own 
family plot. I am wondering if Arizona isn’t different from the 
State of Utah, because of the hundreds of people who go into Arizona 
because of the desert, for health reasons. 

A few come to Utah, probably a great many, but not to the extent 
that the people of the other 47 States flock into Arizona. All we have 
to do is to see Phoenix and Tucson to see the influx of the population, 
the sick people that come there to regain health. I am wondering if 
that wouldn’t make a difference in one’s attitude toward a national 
cemetery for Arizona, as against a national cemetery for Utah ? 

Mr. Brennan. Mrs. Bosone, I think not. 

[In other words, again, we can give you exact figures in response by 
brief but from what little has come to me by mail, which is not ade- 
quate to present to you, those persons there in Arizona have been 
taken care of and there are not too many, as the months and years go 
hy, and are adequately cared for. I believe there are plenty in your 
fine State of Utah, too, that are in the same position. I don’t think 
that makes a difference sufficient to warrant the establishment of a 
national cemetery. 

Mrs. Bosoneg. I was just wondering if it did. 

Mr. Mcrpock. Mr. Chairman, may I make a comment there / 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Murdock. 

Mr. Murvocx. Along the same line, Judge Bosone has brought this 
forcefully to my attention. It is true as Judge Bosone indicated that 
there has been a great influx of veterans into the State of Arizona. I 
think probably—I haven't the figures on it, but I think T can get 
them—there has been a greater influx of veterans into Arizona, after 
both the First World War and the Second World War, than in any 
other State relative to the number of veterans furnished by that State 
to the Army. 

The great air fields all over the State of Arizona, like Luke Field, 
Williams Field, Davis Mountain, Morana, trained men inf the Air 
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Force from every State in the Union and also British and Chinese 
fliers, too, for that matter, and the tremendous influx after the war 
was due to the fact that the men who have trained there wanted to 
come back and live there, so there is a point to what Judge Bosone has 
just asked. Unless you can show that they are taken care > of, or having 
come to Arizona after the war to live, then on dying, they wish to go 
to some other State 

Mr. Brennan. Again, the facts that have come to my attention do 
not reveal an extra number of these folks wanting to be buried in 
Arizona. If anything, it will illustrate the point. that these folks 
want to go back to their own place of their family connections and ties 
and when it comes to interment many of them would prefer to be 
returned to their own family spots, interment places in other States. 

as However, those facts can be revealed and it is hoped that I can go 
on back through Arizona on the return trip to get additional facts. 

Mrs. Bosone. Mr. Brennan, I imagine that some of them don’t have 
any money to go back home. 

Mr. Brennan. That is true. That will be revealed in these facts. 
Naturally, there have been more, but I am confident is one of the cities 
where the facts have come to me in Arizona that this situation has 
been taken care of and there is not an extraordinary number. 

Mr. Bentsen. Do you have anything further ? 

Mr. Brennan. I have no further fact at this time. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Mr. Chairman, I have one question: Mr. Brennan, 
is your cemetery alliance in favor of this bill? 

Mr, Brennan. No. Our cemetery alliance is very, very much in 
opposition to this bill, Congressman Crawford, on the theory not 
only that for Arizona, but again it is the first step, and it is opening the 
lid tothe Pandora box. 

Mr. Bentsen. We have quite a few national cemeteries. 

Mr. Brennan. It would be a major step, certainly. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. Might I inquire, Mr. Chairman, if there are any 
national cemeteries in Arizona at the present time ¢ 

Mr. Murvock. There are none. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. None of any kind whatsoever? 

Mr. Brennan. Most States do not have them. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. There are a lot of Federal cemeteries scattered all 
over the West of one kind or another. 

Mr. Brennan. That is right. But most States do not have national 
cemeteries and we will be very happy to present that evidence to you, 
too. I think it is generally believed that there is a national cemetery in 
every State but that is not true. In other words, there are only rea- 
sonable, a small number of places where there are national cemeteries. 
This would be embarking definitely on this program. 

Mr. Crawrorp. May I ask one other question ? 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Crawford. 

Mr. Crawrorp. What is the difference between the national ceme- 
tery and the milit: ary cemetery / 

Mr. Miniter. National or Federal; what is the difference ? 

Mr. Brennan. As [ understand it the national cemeteries come 
directly under the authority of the Army and then I believe next there 
are post cemeteries, and again Tam somewhat confused and will clarify 
this in my presentation, that are right on military reservations, that 
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would take care primarily of the soldiers that die on that reservation, 
or post. 

Mr. Miter. Are there some military reservations in this area, 
Arizona? 

Mr. Brennan. I cannot say that. 

Mr. D’Ewarr. And then there are Indian cemeteries scattered all 
over the West. 

Mr. Brennan. Yes. I think perhaps those could well be in a dif- 
ferent category than the type of cemetery that we are talking about 
here for the veterans. 

Mr. Bentsen. Quite a few cemeteries come under the national- 
monument classification. 

Mr. Brennan. I believe there are quite a few; yes. 

Mr. Crawrorp. In filing your statement, if you could give us the 
figures later, or even if you have any now, of the prospective number 
of persons who might be buried in this cemetery if it is established 
over, say, 5 or 10 years. 

Here is what I am getting at: I assume that, if this proposal became 
law, soon thereafter a personnel organization would be put in charge 
to stand ready to do whatever is necessary with respect to the opera- 
tion of the cemetery. 

I would like to know what the cost of that personnel would likely 
be, and how many people it will probably serve, based on the best 
studies that could be made and what would be the cost per body in- 
terred there from the standpoint of overhead. 

Mr. Brennan. Congressman, unfortunately we would not have 
those figures. I understand that in previous years you and other 
members of the committee have sought to ascertain them from the 
other national cemeteries that are now in existence and you have been 
unable to successfully obtain those figures, and it seems to me that 
they should be obtained from the Government—— 

Mr. Crawrorp. When you step outside the field of emotionalism the 
only other step is to establish whether or not it is economically feasible. 
If you accept the field of emotionalism, and that cost amounts to noth- 
ing, here we go! 

Mr. Saytor. If the gentleman will yield, I am afraid this witness 
or no other witness could get those figures under this bill because this 
bill calls for the establishment of one or more cemeteries. There is 
no limit to the cost or number of cemeteries the way this bill is drawn 
up. I do not see how even those who might favor a national cemetery 
for Arizona, or a national cemetery for each State, could be in favor 
of the blanket authority being given the Army to establish one or more 
cemeteries as this bill requests. 

Mr. Bentsen. I think, if the gentleman will yield, that some infor- 
mation could be arrived at that might be beneficial to the committee in 
its deliberations if we considered one national cemetery, with possibly 
an amendment to this bill. The point Mr. Crawford has raised as to 
the number that would be anticipated to use it, that way, if you pegged 
down those limitations, you might be able to work up some facts and 
figures that would be of some contribution to us. 
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Mr. Brennan. May I say this: In other words, we can give you the 
figures, based upon the operation, construction, and maintenance of 
private cemeteries that would be comparable, you see, but you are in 
position—— 

Mr. Crawrorp. I don’t know about that now. 

Mr. Brennan. You are in position to obtain these facts direct from 
the operation of those national cemeteries today ; I mean, without any 
emotion, just the actual figures, but they have never been presented 
to this committee. We cannot obtain them. You are in position to 
obtain them. We feel you should obtain them before passing on this 


bill. 
Mr. Bentsen. Thank you very much. 
(Mr. Brennan’s prepared statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF RAYMOND LouIS BRENNAN, REPRESENTING THE WESTERN CEMETERY 
ALLIANCE 


Mr. Chairman and members of the Public Lands Committee, pursuant to 
permission granted by your committee, this statement is being filed by Raymond 
Louis Brennan, executive secretary of the Western Cemetery Ailiance, which 
is composed of the interment properties throughout the 12 Western States. 

The Western Cemetry Alliance is of the firm conviction that S. 2621 should not 
be enacted into law for the following reasons: 


I. FACTS FROM ARIZONA REVEAL NO NEED FOR A NATIONAL CEMETERY OR CEMETERIES 


J. Statistics refute argument that Government hospitals in Arizona call for 
national cemeteries 

During the past year the number of deaths at the Government hospital in 
Tueson, Ariz., was 130.) Of this number there were 30 burials in the local ceme 
teries: 2 were sent to the Government cemetery in El Paso, and 9S were returned 
home to be buried with family and friends in the family plot in their own 
coummunity. 

At the other Government hospital at Prescott, Ariz., there were 48 deaths 
during the year. There were 16 burials in local cemeteries and 32 cases where 
veterans and families asked for and were returned to their own home towns to 
be buried in their family plot in the community cemetery. 

There are no statistics yet for the new Government hospital in Phoenix. 
Hlowever, the Government authorities have asked for bids on the following 
anticipated figures: 140 deaths from which there were expected 2 cremations, 
36 burials in local cemeteries, and 102 to be returned home to the local communi 
ties for burial in the family plot in local cemeteries of their own choosing 

One must conclude from these facts that there is no need in the foreseeable 
future for a national cemetery or cemeteries in Arizona because of the added 
veteran population in these Government hospitals. 


2. Facilities in existing cemeteries in Arizona, including special veterans’ sections, 
are ample for all present and future necds 


A recent survey discloses that in the city of Phoenix, the largest city of the 
State, there are two nonsectarian cemeteries and three religious cemeteries 
which are taking excellent care of the needs of the veteran. 

In Greenwood Memorial Park there are approximately 140 acres. This acre 
age has served the community since 1906, and approximately 92 acres are still 
available for burial. Greenwood has a special section for veterans. At the 
commnittee hearing on June 16, 1952, there was some testimony indicating that 
the veterans’ section was not well kept. The contrary is the fact, as the attuched 
photograph taken this week will show. There is ample space in the area for 
veteran burials for at least 2 years. Already Greenwood has plans prepared 
for the development of an even more beautiful veteran section as the need 
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Memory Lawn Memorial Park has a total of 48 acres, with adequate space for 
veteran interment. 

St. Francis Catholic Cemetery and the two Jewish cemeteries in Phoenix have 
ample space for expansion needs for 100 years or more. 

In Glendale, Ariz., just outside of Phoenix, is Rest Haven Memorial Park, a 
new burial ground with unlimited opportunities for the future. 

In Tueson, Ariz., the next heavily populated area in the State, Evergreen 
Cemetery has a special veterans’ section. It has ample acreage for burials for 
100 years or more and happens also to be the contracting cemetery for all 
Veterans’ Administration hospital burials. South Lawn Cemetery in Tucson 
has 150 acres of property open to future use. 

Yuma’s Desert Lawn Memorial Park has nearly all of its present acreage of 
150 acres still available, and has a special veterans’ section. 

In Mesa, Ariz., the Mesa Municipal Cemetery has over 60 acres available 
for use. 

The facilities of these cemeteries which we have just described are representa- 
tive of the amount of available future space existing in the 200 or more other 
cemeteries in Arizona 

This is direct evidence that there is more than ample space in the cities 
of Arizona to bury the entire present population of the area, both veteran and 
nonveteran, 

Charges for veteran burial in these cemeteries are modest, but as far as we 
have been able to ascertain from our survey no veteran has been denied burial 
in a perpetual-care section in any cemetery in Arizona for lack of funds. The 
existing cemeteries have discharged their patriotic duty and have properly 
cared for veterans who want burial in their own home community near relatives 
and friends. 

3. National survey shows attitude of veterans’ preference toward place of burial 

In 1944 an unbiased Nation-wide survey of men and women in the Armed 
Forces of the United States was made by a business survey organization. The 
survey revealed that 94 percent of all men and women in the Armed Forces 
having an opinion favor burial in a local private cemetery of their own choosing 
with their family near their home and at Government expense. Only 6 percent 
of all men and women in the Armed Forces prefer burial in a national cemetery 
at Government expense. 

As nen and women in the service become veterans and retire into private 
life more and more do they favor burial not in a national or Government ceme 
tery but in their own local Community, in their family plots among relatives and 
friends. 
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5. The cost to establish and maintain one or more national cemeteries in Arizona 
is unwarranted, unjustified, and in comparison to a proper burial allowance 
would be economically unsound 

According to the Army figures as presented before the Senate Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs, Eighty-second Congress, in connection with 8. 
2621, there are approximately 72,000 veterans in the State of Arizona, and the 
cost of establishment of one national cemetery would be $836,000. 

According to national actuarial statistics, the average national death rate 
is 10 persons per 1,000 annually, which would mean of the 72,000 veterans in 
Arizona we might anticipate 3,600 deaths during the next 5-year period. Mr. 
Pace, Secretary of the Army, estimates that it will cost, excluding cost of land, 
to develop one national cemetery during an initial 5-year period the sum of 
$259,000. This would mean, then, that the cost of development and preparation 
of the land for burial per veteran would be approximately $75. 

It should be borne in mind that this does not include the cost of maintenance, 
the care of the property, or administrative overhead. None of these figures has 
been thus far furnished to your committee. We are lost in a field of conjecture 
as to the ultimate cost. We have repeatedly tried to secure information from 
the governmental agencies as to the cost of maintenance and care of existing 
national cemeteries per burial space, without success. 

On the other hand, there is not a church, municipal, or privately operated 
cemetery in the United States that could not and would not furnish a burial 
space for a veteran, including perpetual care, for an amount equal to or less 
than the amount the Government anticipates it will cost merely to develop the 
property. It would seem that, if the motivating influence behind the move to 
establish national cemeteries in Arizona is to provide proper burials for deceased 
veterans, then the alternative of providing a proper burial allowance which 
families could use in private cemeteries of their own choosing would be more 
economical, more in keeping with our religious beliefs and with the preservation 
of the family unit in death. 

An additional factor which should be given consideration is that this enormous 
expense for the establishment of national cemeteries is for the benefit of only a 
very small proportion of the veterans needing such services, in utter disregard of 
the desires of 94 percent of the veterans who want to be with their families in 
private cemeteries at the time of death. 

These facts are convincing proof that the heavy financial costs of establishing 
one or more national cemeteries in Arizona is unwarranted, unjustified, and, in 
comparison to a proper burial allowance, would be economically unsound. 


II. PASSAGE OF ARIZONA BILL SETS PATTERN FOR ENORMOUS EXPENDITURE 


This committee has pending before it a number of bills asking for the establish- 
ment of national cemeteries in various portions of the United States. In order 
for the committee to intelligently appraise the need for, and the cost of, estab- 
lishing these numerous cemeteries it would seem most logical and fair that the 
cost of establishing each of them should be considered as a part of establishing 
allof them. The need for establishing one or more cemeteries in Arizona should 
be considered only as a part of the whole problem of these several bills before 
your committee, and in all fairness they should be considered as a whole and not 
individually. If our computation on the ultimate cost of establishing, maintain- 
ing, and developing national cemeteries is anywhere near correct, you are not 
dealing with $836,000 with Arizona but many, many millions of dollars of tax- 
payers’ money, which constitutes an ever-increasing, never-ending drain upon the 
Public Treasury. 

The establishment of a national cemetery in Arizona is not a solution to the 
problem, even for Arizona. Statistics show that a cemetery generally serves only 
those within a radius of 15 miles. One national cemetery in Arizona only in- 
creases the pressure to establish in this State of great distances many more so 
that each municipality will be served. A national cemetery in the Phoenix area 
still leaves distances of hundreds of miles and areas unserved. The reason for 
the 15-mile radius is convenience, religion, desire to visit graves, and to be with 
family and friends. The establishment of a national cemetery is not of itself 
going to change the characteristics and religious beliefs of our people. From a 
practical standpoint, the only way a national cemetery could meet the need, if 
there is a need in Arizona, is to establish national cemeteries in every community 
in the State. 
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Responsible veterans’ organizations have consistently taken the position before 
various legislative branches of the Government that the veteran is not asking for 
something for nothing. By no means is there any unanimity of beliefs of vet- 
erans’ organizations for the establishment of national cemetreies. Witness the 
testimony of Past National Commander of the American Legion Warren Atherton 
in a previous congressional hearing in October of 1945, when he said: 

“In my opinion, the national cemeteries will rob more than half of the families 
of veterans, and veterans, of the thing that is most precious to them. Every 
Memorial Day and every Armistice Day since 1919 I have appeared at exercises 
in some cemetery, once at Arlington, twice in the national cemetery at San Fran- 
cisco, a number of times at cemeteries in my own community, and many times at 
small cemeteries in small communities. It is my opinion that, if you take a vet- 
eran’s body farther than the next community (and a survey of all cemeteries 
indicates that that average distance is 15 miles), you cut him off from all personal 
touch with his friends and with his town. 

“Let me very briefly tell you about a little ceremony at the town of Tuolumne, 
in the Mother Lode in California. It is a community of about 1,500. There is a 
cemetery on top of one of the hills. I went there on Memorial Day with a post 
of a veterans’ organization and, I would judge, most of the community. They 
went from grave to grave, called the name of the individual that had gone to 
school with them, had gone to service with them, who was known for his particu- 
lar accomplishments in that town. Scores of friends left flowers on each grave. 
The roll was called. A personal character of observance and ceremony took place 
that meant a very great deal to the families of those who had gone. And I am 
sure that could those who had gone have heard it would have been very gratify- 
ing and consoling to them. 

“In a great national cemetery the observance is very different. Selected per- 
sons appear at the center of a cemetery, where each man buried is just a number 
among 50,000 or 100,000 graves. Perhaps the memorial words reach his grave via 
the lond-speaker if the wind is blowing in the right direction, but there is no 
personal touch whatsoever, and there can be no personal touch whatsoever if you 
take a man beyond his next town, because the people of Shreveport, gentlemen, 
or my home town, do not go, on those days of observance, to the cemetery in that 
next town. I do not go to Lodi, 12 miles away, or to Tracy, 20 miles away. So, 
if you move the man’s body beyond the next town you have cut him off from that 
personal contact which experience shows is a far greater factor in his thinking 
and in his desire than the thought of honor, of being buried in a cemetery which 
is designated as a national cemetery. I am sure from my experience over those 
27 vears that that is absolutely true.” 

The Western Cemetery Alliance is appreciative of the courtesy of your com- 
mittee in allowing us time in which to present these facts for your consideration 
in judging the merits of S. 2621. We believe that more time would permit us to 
ferret out additional information. However, we are convinced that the evidence 
even as presented is overwhelming against the passage of this bill. 


Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Patten, do you desire to testify on this bill? 


STATEMENT OF HON. HAROLD A. PATTEN, MEMBER OF CONGRESS, 
STATE OF ARIZONA 


Mr. Patren. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we have 
been anticipating the arrival of Senator McFarland, who originally 
introduced this bill, and should he come in T should like to step aside. 

There have been a number of statements made this morning that I 
am reasonably sure are not true, but they were not given maliciously. 
One is corrected: that free burial is provided in every case. That, of 
course, is not true. I think some of the figures about proportion of 
Catholic, Jew, and Lutheran are a little overexaggerated, and the fact 
that it gave the implication that a Catholic could not be buried, or a 
Jew or Lutheran could not be buried in national cemeteries is not true. 
Otherwise there are a lot of Catholics, Jews, and Quakers in Arlington 
Cemetery that must have lost the cloak of their security, their religion, 
by being buried there. That is not true. 
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Mr. Benvsen. I think what Mr. Riggs probably had in mind, when 
he said a third belong to the Catholic Church, he meant a third of those 
belonging to any church were Catholics, because I think he overlooked 
the fact that there are a great number of people that don’t belong to 
any church. 

Mr. Parren. Judge Bosone hit a very important point, and that is a 
great influx of people. As you know, Arizona is the second fastest 
growing State in the Nation and we presently have more than 75,000 
veteran population in Arizona and a great many of them came out 
there for health reasons. 

Living in Arizona and coming from the East, if this family plot 
idea was carried on, they would naturally want to be returned to the 
State of their original birth or of their parents’ birth, and that of 
course entails a great deal of expense upon a poor widow, and the 
national cemeteries attempt to give them a pahowed and sanctified 
place where heroes of this Nation might be buried. 

It is interesting to note that the closest national cemetery from 
Tucson or Phoenix is Fort Bliss, Santa Fe, Fort Rosecrans, in Cali- 
fornia, and Fort Logan, in Colorado. 

Now, to go to any of those, the shortest distance from a major popu- 
lated area is 400 miles and the longest distance is about 900, and the 
reason for saying one or two cemeteries in this bill is because in the 
wise determination of whomsoever administers it, it may be necessary 
to decide to have two, but of course I think the major premise on which 
this bill is predicated is that there be one cemetery in Arizona. I think 
there is quite a bit of material that has been presented to you which 
has advocated one particular piece of Federal ground that is already 
owned. 

The important thing about the cost that you must not overlook is, if 
you have a Federal cemefery you are making savings for the family of 
every person who is buried there, the cost of the plot outside which 
would naturally be a reduction in your over-all cost and I think this 
cost when it becomes considered as astronomical is a little astronomical] 
in its consideration, and that is not exactly true. 

As you know, the Department of the Army, Mr. Secretary Frank 
Pace, has ruled favorably on this bill, and the Bureau of the Budget 
advised that there is no objection to the submission of their report. 

I assume, Mr. Chairman, that the report has already been filed on 
this bill. 

Mr. Bentsen. I don’t have the report before me. 

Mr. Sayvor. I have it here, Mr. Chairman, if you would care for it. 

Mr. Parren. It is calendar No. 1530. It is on the Senate bill. 

Mr. Bentsen. Yes. 

Mr. Parren. The fact that this has been stated as opening a new 
door is not correct: there are now 80 active national cemeteries in 
continental United States located in 30 States and the District of 
Columbia. Virginia has the greatest number, 13, followed by Tennes- 
see, with 8. Among the Western States California and Texas have 
3 each, Kansas has 2, and Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Okla- 
homa, Oregon, and South Dakota have one each. Due to their histor- 
ical significance several additional Federal burial grounds are admin- 
istered by the Interior Department. Most of these are filled to 
capacity and closed to new burials. That offsets a little the fact that 
they are not used. 
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Mr. Bentsen. I think the point that we were all interested in in 
questioning the previous witness about is as to how much it would 
cost; there were some statements made that that information was not 
available and could not be obtained, but I notice in the Secretary of 
the Army’s letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee, he says: 

The initial cost of establishing one national cemetery in the State of Arizona 
and the development of facilities to meet anticipated requirements for an initial 
5-year period would be approximately $259,000. This excludes cost of acquiring 
land. The total ultimate cost to complete development of the cemetery will be 
approximately $836,000, also excluding the cost of acquiring land. 

Could you give us any idea as to what you think it might cost to acquire 
land ¢ 

Mr. Patrren. The $259,000 for the 5-year period, we don’t anticipate 
near that cost because the proposal of this plan is to take a bit of 
Federal land midway between the three cities, Phoenix, Tucson, and 
Yuma, and there is a Government-owned site of an abandoned airfield 
there—— 

Mr. Bentsen. You don’t anticipate any cost in acquiring land ? 

Mr. Parren. None whatever. It is an ideal location. What is the 
name of the field, Congressman? IT cannot think of it, the abandoned 
field at Casa Grande? 

Mr. Bentsen. You can supply that later 

Mr. Parren. So that we believe the only cost of course would be the 
beautification, operation, and maintenance. 

Mr. Harrison. Do you have plenty of water there? 

Mr. Parren. There is water there. Sufficient water for that but not 
to irrigate cotton. 

Mr. BeNtsEN. Are there questions of the witness / 

Mr. Murpock, I have a few comments I would like to make. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Murdock. 

Mr. Murpock. I think this ought to be cleared for the record be- 
cause it is quite likely that when we go into consideration of this bill 
it will be in executive session, which will not be a matter of record. 

You would not be opposed to an amendment to restrict the number 
to one, one national cemetery in the State of Arizona / 

Mr. Patrren. No, sir. I think that is the idea. 

Mr. Murpock. That would meet the objection voiced a while ago. 

Mr. Patten, you are a veteran and I am the father of two veterans. 
That ought to be enough to show our interest in this proposal. 

I know from talking with you, and I know from my own action, 
that you and I have worked together for the benefit of veterans, that 
they might have a parcel of land on which to live as well as a place 
to rest. Even before you became a Member of Congress, I was inter- 
ested in obtaining a parcel of land on which they might live. My bill, 
H. R. 520, in the Seventy-ninth Congress, was the bill to grant parcels 
of land on which they might live in the 17 Western States. It was a 
broad measure. That did not become the law. A watered-down ver- 
sion of it did become a law, and just 2 weeks ago a third drawing for 
veterans in the State of Arizona, a third drawing gave veterans an 
average of a hundred acres on which to live, and gave a farm home to 
107 veterans and many more to come. 

I am far more interested in a farm on which a veteran can live than 
T am in a narrow plot of ground on which he shall lie, but I want it 
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distinctly understood that I am interested in both. Veterans come 
from all States to live there and they will want to remain there. 

I feel that I ought to say that for the record. 

This bill comes to us as an act from the Senate and I was hoping that 
Senator McFarland would be able to be here this morning. I under- 
stand that he is not at all well, but that he hopes to get here approxi- 
mately this hour. 

I am sorry that I do not have all the figures, but there comes running 
through my mind that it is farther from the central part of Arizona 
to the nearest national cemetery than it is from New York City to 
Chicago. That is a vast area out there. More than 75 percent of the 
area of Arizona is public domain. 

1 think, Mr. Chairman, we need have no fear that there will be 
any cost of land. Just dismiss that from our consideration. 

I have taken all these facts into consideration pro and con and as 
chairman of the full committee, I felt that the bill merits careful 
consideration in an open hearing, and that is what we have this 
morning and [ gant to get all these facts. 

I felt “th: at I should say what I have said for the record in this open- 
ing hearing rather than what I shall have to say in a closed session, 

Mr. Poutson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Poulson. 

Mr. Pounson. As to the chairman’s statement that he would like 
to have the facts, 1. too, would like to have the fects and I think 
that whatever is submitted to the committee should be made a part 
of the record rather than to be considered entirely in executive session, 

Mr. Murpock. I meant that. These facts and statements that have 
been submitted—here is quite a batch of them and | presume the 
chairman will see to it that these are submitted for the record. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question / 

Ir. Bentsen. Mr. Crawford, 

Mr. Crawrorp. Did the Senate hold hearings on this bill? 

Mr. Benrsen. No hearings were held in the Senate. 

Mr. Parren. I don’t know. I am told no hearings were held in the 
Senate committee. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Suppose a veteran is buried in a private cemetery 
where lots sell from 8100, $1,000, or $4,000, Does the Government 
pay for that lot ? 

Mr. Parren. Only the $150. Any additional cost is borne— 

Mr. Crawrorn, The Government would pay $150 for the lot 4 

Mr. Parren. For the total burial. 

Mr. Crawrorp. That is something entirely different. I am not 
talking about that. 

I think somebody expressed a thought to the effect that this would 
save the cost of the lot. 

We have got people here that know this business and as far as I am 
concerned [Tam not going to support this bill unless I have some facts 
forit. I don’t fall for this emotional stuff at all. Lam not interested 
in it, When it comes to compelling taxpayers in my district to put up 
money for something they know nothing about. 1f anybody furnishes 
the facts to support this kind of a deal, I will consider them; but if 
there are no facts—imagine a part of this Congress going ahead today. 
spending taxpayers’ money without holding hearings on a bill. I 
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have no sympathy for that. I am not going to support it now or any 
other time for any office on earth and my people know it and if they 
don’t 

Mr. Parren. Are you for the abolition of the 80 already existing 
cemeteries ¢ 

Mr. Crawrorp. I am for exactly what I just said and I think I said 
it plain enough for anybody to understand it. 

Mr. Patren. One additional fact, Mr. Chairman. I would like, if 
I might, to read this letter from the Veterans of Foreign Wars, signed 
by their department commander, chairman and member of a special 
legislative committee, which bri ings out two factual points which seem 
of interest. This is dated June 1 





In today’s session of our department encampment it was called to the attention 
of the delegates that there is a strong lobby fighting Senate bill- 2621 in the 
House. This lobby is a selfish minority interested in making money from the 
sale of cemetery lots. How money-hungry can a man become ? 

We were directed to write to you and the other congressional Members from 
Arizona urging you to use the utmost influence in getting this bill, already passed 
by the Senate, passed by the House. 

The veterans of the State, including this department of the VF W, have been 
trying for 20 years to have a national cemetery in this State. Our nearest one 
is San Diego. We have about 100,000 veterans in Arizona and more coming 
every day. Many of them are buried yearly in unknown or pauper’s graves. 

Recently we had a veteran who had been killed in action in Korea whose body 
was held in the mortuary for 7 weeks because of his color. A national cemetery 
would have prevented this tragedy and Arizona would have been saved much 
unfavorable publicity. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars, Department of Arizona, in encampment in 
Kingman, Ariz., this 13th day of June 1952 earnestly and sincerely petition you 
to urge the House of Representatives to follow through with the Senate and pass 

2621. 

Mr. Crawrorp. What was that about private cemeteries refused 

Mr. Patren. A colored veteran in Phoenix was returned and his 
parents wanted to bury him in a certain cemetery that I believe it is 
owned by a Masonic lodge. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Will you read that sentence again slowly’ There 
has been no lobby to see me in any form whatsoever on this or other 
bills. 

Mr. Parren (reading) : 

Recently we had a veteran who was killed in action in Korea whose bedy 
was held for 7 weeks— 

Mr. Crawrorp. Is that plural, “cemeteries” / 

Mr. Parren, Yes. 

Mr. Crawrorp. What private cemeteries refused to acce pt the body ¢ 

Mr. Parren. My only information is from the press release. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Is that a letter from someone / 

Mr. Patren. This is from the department commander of the VF W. 

Mr. Crawrorp. He said a private organization did that 4 

Mr. Parren. A private cemetery. 

Mr. Crawrorp. I would like the facts on that. What did the private 
cemetery finally do? ; 

Mr. Parren. They eventually buried the man but it took special 
action by the cemetery board and the veteran groups. In the mean- 
time I think the body was in the mortuary for some 7 weeks. 

Mr. Crawrorp. Did the ceme tery fin: ally accept the body % 
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Mr. Parren. I believe they did. 
Mr. Crawrorp. Why didn’t that commander say so in that letter? 
Mr. Parren. Well, he wrote the letter and I didn't sir. 

Mr. Bentsen. Do you have the facts on that, Mr. Riggs? 

Mr. Riees. I would like to clear up a point if Imay. It am not here 
as a lobbyist. The cemeteries that I represent are 75 percent non- 
profit cemeteries. They include municipal, religious, fraternal, non- 
profit, mutually owned cemeteries, and profit cemeteries. 

In connection with the veteran burial in this particular case, the 
people in that community operate their veterans’ plot the same as we 
do in Forest Cemetery in Oskaloosa, Iowa. Forest Cemetery gave all 
veterans’ associations a plot of ground known as our soldiers’ lot. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Riggs, are you familiar with the facts of this 
case ¢ 

Mr. Riges. I am, and I am bringing this out to get my point here. 

You would understand that we at the cemetery are not always famil- 
iar with whether a man is a soldier, whether he is a veteran, so we have 
left the decision as to who will be buried in those veterans’ plots in the 
hands of the American Legion, in our particular case, and that was the 
case in Arizona. 

Mr. Bentsen. Are you inferring that the American Legion is the 
one that held it up ¢ “ 

Mr. Riees. I am. 

Mr. Bexsen. For 7 weeks? 

Mr. Rices. They did. They refused to give the cemetery authority 
permission to bury the Negro on the soldiers’ lot, and they later re- 
scinded their action and the boy was buried. 

Mr. Parren. May I enter a correction’ It took a joint action, the 
VFW, DAY, and American Legion in order to get a veteran buried 
inthe plot. Each had to submit a separate letter. 

Mr. Riees. Thank you. 

Mr. Bentsen. Do you know the facts on that ? 

Mr. Parren. I don’t know. I wonder if Mr. Murdock knows. 

Mr. Murpock. No. I know only what I read in the Phoenix papers, 

I wanted to ask one other question. You gave a strong letter there 
from the Veterans of Foreign Wars. Do you have similar statements 
from other veterans’ organizations? 

Mr. Parren. May I submit this telegram ? 

Mr. Poutson. I would say it is a biased letter. If he didn’t tell us 
the whole truth, it is a biased letter. It wasn’t the cemetery that held 
itup. It wasthe Legion. The man hasn't told us the truth. I don't 
care what organization he belonged to. 

Mr. Parren. What he told you was the truth. He didn’t probably 
tell you all of it. That is the way it looks to me. 

Mr. Poutson. That is it. That is why it is bad. 

Mr. Bentsen. Without objection I would like to introduce at the 
conclusion of Mr. Patten’s testimony letter and telegrams from pro- 
ponents and opponents of the legislation to the full committee. 

Mr. Sayior. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, for the record, 
that there has been nobody to see me in favor of this bill or opposed 
to it. 

Mr. Bentsen. I would like to say for the record that there have 
been people to see me for the bill and opposed to the bill and I am 
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very happy to hear them, listen to what they have to say in regard 
to the bill. I think that is their obligation, if they are interested 
in it, and I am very happy to hear them before the full committee. 

Mr. Murvock. I would like to ask Mr. Patten one other question, 
Mr. Chairman. 

You have statements there from the veterans’ organizations, some 
of them. Did you not receive—I think I did—a memorandum from 
the Legislature of Arizona favoring this legislation ? 

Mr. Parren. Yes. I forgot to recall that fact. That has been 
received and entered with the Speaker—a memorandum from the 
Arizona State Legislature. : 

I would like to file if I might a telegram from Everett B. Hall, 
commander, Department of Arizona VF W, and from Joe Eichbaum, 
chef de gare of Voiture 35 of the Forty and Eight. 

Mr. Bentsen. They will be inserted in the record. 

(The telegrams referred to are as follows:) 

KINGMAN, Ariz, June 13, 1952. 
Hon. Harotp A. PATTEN, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Six hundred and fifty-eight delegates representing 50 posts from all over 
Arizona in encampment assembled unanimously demand favorable action on 
S. bill 2621 and urge you to use every ounce of your influence to that end. 

Everett B. HALL, 
Commander, Department of Arizona Veterans of Foreign Wars. 


PuHoenrx, Ariz., June 13, 1952. 
Hon. Porque PATTEN, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Seventy-five thousand veterans urge favorable consideration Federal cemetery 
for Arizona. Assure committee this project needed. It is greater distance from 
Phoenix to closest Federal cemetery than distance from New York City to 
Chicago. Survey of veterans’ organizations membership in Arizona reveals 
demand for this project unanimous. 

VoITURE 35, Forty AND EIGHT. 
Joe*Ercuraum, Chef de Gare. 
CHARLES S TOUGH, Correspondent. 

Mr. Parren. Mr. Chairman, Senator McFarland hasn't arrived, but 
[ do know the majority of telegrams and letters we planned to file, he 
has, and his administrative assistant, Mr. Roland Bibolet, is here and 
} wonder if we could file those with you. 

Mr. Bentsen. Without objection, they will be filed, both for oppo- 
nents and proponents, letters and telegrams. 

(The letters and telegrams referred to are as follows :) 

KINGMAN, Artz, June 13, 1952. 
Hon. JoHN R. Murpock, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Six hundred and fifty-eight delegates representing 50 posts from all over 
Arizona in encampment assembled unanimously demand favorable action on 
Senate bill 2621 and urge you to use every ounce of your influence to that end. 

Everett B. HALL, 
Commander, Department of Arizona Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
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NoGaces, Ariz., June 13, 1952. 
Hon. Joun R. Murpock, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D.C. 
Dear Str: I respectfully ask your consideration of Senate bill 2621, for a 
national cemetery in Arizona. 
Respectfully, 
Kari L. Voor. 


Se 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 25, 1982. 
Hon. Luoyp M. BENTSEN, Jr., 
Chairman, Public Lands Subcommittee, 
House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 
DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: Enclosed is a letter which has come to me from Al 
Leach, of the Round-Up Club, of Wickenburg, Ariz., relative to S. 2621. 
I felt that this letter should be included along with the other material whic! 
was submitted to the subcommittee in connection with the hearing on June 16. 
With kindest regards, I am 
Sincerely, 
John. 
(Typed) JoHn R. Murpock, M. C. 


THE Rounp-UP CLUB OF WICKENBURG, ARIZ., 
June 17, 1952. 
Hon. Jouyn R. Murpock, 
United States Representative, 
Arizona District No. 1, 
House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

Dear JOHN: People in the community of Wickenburg are greatly interested 
in Senator McFarland’s bill to establish a national cemetery in Arizona and you 
will find an expression of this interest in the attached editorial from the Wicken 
burg Sun. 

Naturally, the Round-Up Club, which is our town’s chamber of commerce, pur- 
sues any possibility of obtaining new facilities which will bring people to Wick- 
enburg. As you probably realize, our economy depends greatly on the people 
who come here as tourists and visitors. An attraction here, such as a national 
cemetery, would be a delinite asset the year round. 

As the editorial points out, we are in a location that is readily accessible from 
all sections of the State and we are in the center of Arizona. The center of the 
State undoubtedly will be a favorable point in determining the location of the 
proposed cemetery. 

In the Arizona Republic of this date, I see a wire story to the effect that the 
bill is tied up in the House Interior Affairs subcommittee for more informatio: 
on specific location of the proposed cemetery. Hence, you can consider this let 
ter a specific bid for the facility here. 

I have asked Mac to send us any available information on the procedures of 
establishing a cemetery, and if vou can give us additional help in our effort we 
will appreciate it very much. I am also advising Car! and Porque of our interest 

Sincerely, 


Tue Rounp-Up Criur, 
Au Leacn, Wrangler. 


[Telegram ] 


ORANGE, N. J., June 13, 1952. 
JoHN R. Murpock, 
Chairman, House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

We definitely oppose Senate bill 2621. Families of veterans not interested 
burials long distance from home. Expense of installation and long future main- 
tenance unjustified. 

ROSEDALE CEMETERY, 
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[Telegram] 
MARION, OHIO, June 12, 1952. 
JOHN R. Murpock, 
Chairman, House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

I hereby register my opposition to Senate bill 2621 to provide national ceme- 
tery for the State of Arizona. It is unconscionable to spend taxpayers’ funds 
in that manner when there are existing facilities to take care of burial needs for 
the next 100 years with special privileges to veterans. 

LAMBROFF REALTY Co., 
M. A. LAMBROFF 


Telegram] 
STEUBENVILLE, OnI0, June 12, 1952. 
JoHN R. MurRpDOcK, 
Chairman, House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Senate bill 2621 provides duplication of existing adequate veteran-burial facili- 
ties. Reliable information indicates cemetery not wanted by veterans. Initial 
cost will be very minor, consideration compared to future maintenance 

F. Scor1 Dimir. 


MemPHIs 6, TENN., June 18, 1952. 


Hon. JoHN R. MURDOCK, 
Chairman, House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Another national cemetery? 

Please, with the heavy burden of taxes now owed by every man, woman, and 
child of this country, why appropriate money for this cemetery which will be 
little used, benefit none really, and be a liability to maintain forever? 


Respectfully, 
G. D. MITCHELL. 


AMERICAN CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, 
Columbus 15, Ohio, June 12, 1952. 


Hon. Joun R. Murpocr, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MURDOCK: Our association wishes to express to you its 
deep appreciation for the courtesy of extending us the hearing to present our 
views opposing Senate bill 2621 at the hearing of the Subcommittee of Public 
Lands next Monday morning. Mr. Harley D. Riggs, vice president of our associa- 
tion, and secretary-director of Forest Cemetery, Oskaloosa, lowa, will make a 
brief, oral statement opposing this bill. His statement will be supplemented by 
a Written brief. His presentation will also represent the opinions of the National 
Cemetery Association and will be concurred in by the National Catholie Cemetery 
Conference. This is to indicate that Senate bill 2621 has the united opposition of 
all private cemetery interests throughout the United States. 

We feel certain that your committee will be interested in some pertinent facts 
und statistics which have an important bearing on this bill, and we wish to thank 
you for permitting us this opportunity to present our case against this measure. 


Sincerely yours, 


WILLIAM C. HENNING, 
Executive Secretary. 
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FERNWOOD CEMETERY CO., 
Fernwood, Delaware County, Pa., June 13, 1952. 





In re Senate bill 2621. 
The CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON PuBLIC LANDS, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: We are opposed to the passage of this bill for the following reasons: 

1. Adequate facilities already exist for burial of veterans in Arizona in present 
religious, municipal, and private cemeteries for the next 50 to 100 years. 

2. Special considerations and privileges have been made and will continue to 
be made to veterans in these religious, municipal, and private cemeteries, 

3. At a time when every economy is needed in the Government, we oppose the 
spending of huge sums for facilities which even the veteran has not and will not 
use, according to actual experience. 

4. In starting a national cemetery, there is not only the initial cost, but the 
terriffic cost of the future, as such a cemetery, if started, must be maintained 
forever. 

5. The above applies to every State in the Union. 

For the sake of national economy this bill should be killed. 

Very truly yours, 
FERNWOOD CEMETERY Co., 
JOHN Bower, Vice President. 


THe HOMEWOoD CEMETERY, 


Pittsburgh 17, Pa., June 138, 1952. 
Hon. JoHN R. Murpock, 
Chairman, House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Honorabste Sir: Enclosed herewith please find a copy of the telegram which 
was sent to you today. 

Organized as a nonprofit corporation in 1878, under and by virtue of the laws 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the Homewood Cemetery is the second 
largest cemetery in Allegheny County, of which Pittsburgh is a part. We have 
almost 40,000 burials and space for an additional 40,000 more. 

We honestly oppose the passage of Senate bill 2621 and sincerely hope that your 
committee will defeat it in the interests of national economy. 


Very truly yours, 
THE HoMewoop CEMETERY, 


By J. E. SNYDEN, Jr. 


[Telegram] 
PrItTspurRGH, Pa., June 13, 1952. 
JOHN R. MurRpOocK, 
Chairman, House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States House of Representatives, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Please register our opposition passage Senate bill 2621, providing national 
cemetery, Arizona State. Adequate facilities provide veteran interments next 
hundred years—religious, municipal, private cemeteries. Initial cost is not the 
only consideration, maintaining national cemetery forever demands bill’s defeat 


interest national economy. 
HOMEWOop CEMETERY. 


McNeket MEMORIALS, 
Varietta, Ga., June 13, 1952. 


Re Senate bill 2621 


Hon. JOHN R. MuRDOcCK, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Deak Mr. Murpock: It is my understanding that the above bill, providing 
national cemeteries for the State of Arizona, will come before your committee 
Monday, June 16. 
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First, let me say that I am sure that you realize the most urgent need for 
strictest economy, especially in view of today’s high taxes, The information that 
I received is that there are already a sufficient number of cemeteries in the 
State of Arizona to take care of all types of burials and that there is no need 
for a national cemetery at present. 

Also, I understand from past experience that these national cemeteries are 
limited to very small use, especially considering the expense incurred, and I am 
sure you will give this your earnest consideration. 

Sincerely, 
MorGan McNEEL, Jr. 


NATIONAL CATHOLIC CEMETERY CONFERENCE, 
Massillon, Ohio, June 13, 1952. 
Hon. Lioyp M. BENTSEN, 
Chairman, Insular Affairs Subcommittee, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN BENTSEN: I respectfully ask consideration of the following, 
in reference to Senate bill 2621 that provides for the establishment of a national 
cemetery in the State of Arizona. 

The policy of establishing national cemeteries is of real concern to a majority 
of Catholic citizens because of certain religious implications. 

In these United States provision has been made for the free exercise of re- 
ligion, and included in that freedom is the exercise of the right of Christian 
burial in consecrated ground. Catholic burial grounds wherever possible have 
adjoined the grounds on which the church itself is built, and those of the Catholic 
faith consider the cemetery as a place as sacred as the church in which they 
worship. Again Catholic veterans, and they are not alone in this desire, prefer 
to be buried in these grounds with the members of their families and with those 
who held the same religious beliefs and practiced the same faith when alive. 
Finally these cemeteries are always more accessible for visitation by the sur- 
vivors than a national cemetery, except for a few, near the location of a Govern- 
ment cemetery. 

We are certainly in favor of any reasonable bill that will benefit the veteran 
who has given so much of his time and in many cases his very life for our country, 
and we suggest that instead of more national cemeteries that a larger sum of 
money be made available to the survivors of the veteran at the time of his death. 
This money to be used to pay burial costs in the cemetery of his choice. This 
would, incidentally, be much less expensive than the establishment of new 
cemeteries. 

A survey of Catholic cemeteries made last year, showed that in over two-thirds 
of these cemeteries, a free grave is available to the veteran or if a grave is already 
purchased, a reduction is made in the service charge at the time of burial. 

I have the honor to be president of the National Catholic Cemetery Conference, 
the official organization representing Catholic cemetery administrators in the 
United States, and as such, I respectfully urge that the religious convictions and 
rights of Catholic veterans be recognized and safeguarded in whatever legislation 
your committee may recommend for enactment in Congress. 

Respectfully yours, 
Rev. F. A. HartMAN, President. 


THE RIVERSIDE CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, 
Norwalk, Conn., June 16, 1952. 
Hon. JoHn R. Murpock, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Sik:I am writing to you with regard to Senate bill 2621 which is presently 
before the House of Representatives for consideration. This pertains to estab- 
lishment of national cemeteries in the State of Arizona. 

Certainly I do not choose to speak for the needs of Arizona but rather on a 
principle involved in this action. 

With the Government staggering under proposed gigantic budgetary needs and 
the citizenry reeling from the present taxation burdens, it would seem that this 
sort of legislation should be rejected without more than passing study. Anyone 
familiar with operation of cemeteries will know that an original outlay for 
establishment is insignificant to the annual costs for maintenance which are a 
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perpetually recurring expense. Do we want to complicate the budgetary problems 
with such future outlays? 

Surveys taken by various Nation-wide cemetery associations clearly show that 
in most States there is already existent an abundance of burial space for the 
needs as anticipated for the next 50 to 100 years. A majority of privately oper- 
ated cemeteries do make special arrangements for burial of veterans in their 
properties. Is such vast duplication of facilities practical or sound? 

With pressures to extend welfare benefits from cradle to grave, this bill 2621 
can become an opening wedge for extension into many or all of the other States. 
Inevitably this jurisdictional condition would lead to dictatorial regulation for 
many millions of people, with regard to selection of interment practices. Senti- 
ment is the mainstay to make death bearable, as an inspiration to those who 
survive. Let’s keep it strictly personal and individualized rather than another 
_ assembly line commodity of public control. 

Unfavorable report by your committee will be appreciated. 
Very truly yours, 
B. M. HuFNAGEL. 


SouTH WESTERN CEMETERIES, INC., 
Tucson, Ariz., June 13, 1952. 
Hon. Jonn R. Murpock, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Joun: In regard to 8S. 2621 which we understand is to come before the 
House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs for hearing on Monday, June 
16, we wish to voice our objections to such a bill, and the unnecessary expense 
which would be imposed on the taxpayers. 

First. There is no particular need for a national cemetery in Arizona. The 
Southwestern Cemeteries, Inc., in Tucson, has 160 acres, of which 25 acres are 
developed. The VFW has a plot of 3,864 graves under endowment care, of 
which 114 graves have been used in the past 5 years. This plot is curbed, 
grassed, planted to trees, and comes under the endowment care plan. Interment 
includes grave space, interment service with chapel tent, concrete grave liner, 
setting of Government marker, at a price of $50, covered by Government 
allowance. 

We understand that Evergreen Cemetery, of Tucson, has burial property for 
veterans at approximately the same cost, sufficient to take care of such needs 
for the next 50 years. 

Such facts indicate that Senator McFarland was incorrect in his statement 
to the Senate body: “A few plots in private cemeteries have been available, but 
these are rapidly becoming filled and it will be only a short time until there will 
be no place available for the burial of veterans living in Arizona. 

Second. Under existing conditions there would be no need for saddling such 
a burden on the taxpayers in these times when economy is so desperately neces- 
sary. The authorization of such a bill would necessitate a tremendous outlay 
of money for development and maintenance of such a project, which expenditure 
would not be justified. 

In our experience the percentage of veterans that would use a national ceme- 
tery is exceedingly small, as relatives prefer to use their own family plots, or 
inter in the VFW plot, which is adjacent to their own property. 

Therefore, we urge you, in the best interest of all concerned, to oppose bill 
S. 2621. 

Respectfully, 
D. D. CHALK, President. 


BALA-CyNnwyp, Pa., June 13, 1952. 
Hon. Joun R. Murpock, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Drar Mr. Murpock: I ask you to vote against Senate bill 2621 because of the 
unending expense entailed and because few veterans have used Government 
cemeteries in the past and few will in the future. 

Yours very truly, 
West Lavcrer Hitt Cemetery Co., 
Per Luoyp M. SMiru. 
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PHOENIX, Ariz., June 13, 1952. 
Hon. JoHN R. Murpock, 
Member of Congress, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Mr. Murpock: Your telegram of June 10th received. There is no time to 
make a proper appearance against S. 2621, but we are still of the opinion that the 
bill should not be passed. Some protection should be afforded the hundreds of 
families who have members now at rest in the cemeteries of Arizona. This busi- 
ness of developing a cemetery is hard enough without having to compete with a 
free Government cemetery. Maybe we should not object to socializing everything 
from the cradle to the grave, but nevertheless we do not look kindly on it. 

Iam enclosing a very hurried memo covering a few of our objections. 

We look forward to seeing you again when we will have other arguments against 
this bill—if it is not too late. 

With very kind personal regards we remain 

Yours very truly, 
JOHN A. CORBIN. 


MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO S. 2621 FILED ON BEHALF OF THE ASSOCIATION 
OF ARIZONA PRIVATE CEMETERIES 


The cemeteries of Arizona object most seriously and strenuously to the passage 
of S. 2621 and most certainly in its present form and urgently urge that the same 
be held in committee until such time, at least, until proper objections can be heard 
and the bill defeated or at least until it can be amended. 

We are opposed to the bill for the following reasons: 

1. There is no apparent necessity for the establishment of a cemetery such 
as proposed. Local and private cemeteries are ample to take care of the need 
at the present time without the addition of more cemeteries. The expenditure of 
$800,000 to $1,000,000 initial investment, to say nothing of additional appropria- 
tions for maintenance, is not justified on the basis of furnishing services not 
already being furnished by Arizona cemeteries. 

2. This bill would be a solar-plexus blow to existing cemeteries for the reason 
that it would be such competition as to wreck many local cemeteries. The history 
of cemeteries in Arizona shows that practically all cemeteries were originally 
laid out and maintained as community affairs with little benefit of legality and 
were operated and controlled as commercial clubs or early-day chambers of 
commerce with no actual working responsible control or management. It is 
just within the last few years that cemeteries have been founded on a sound basis, 
or that the older community cemeteries have been taken over and are now being 
operated under some semblance of successful management. A great many ceme- 
teries have been established that are a credit to the communities in which they 
are being developed. Like any other industry in Arizona, cemeteries are just 
now beginning to get their heads above water, but few, if any, of them are 
strong enough to meet competition by a cemetery as proposed in S. 2621. 

5. Notwithstanding the good cemeteries which are now being developed, the 
establishment of a Government-supported cemetery such as proposed would so 
cheapen the appearance of every existing cemetery in Arizona—I mean every 
that the result would be devastating and disastrous. The competition in ap- 
pearance and in cost of service would cripple a competing industry that is just 
now getting on its feet. There seems to be no logical reason for the establish- 
ment of a competitive cemetery on such a grand and magnificent scale. The net 
result could not be other than ruin for the privately owned cemeteries of Arizona. 
Conditions in Arizona, for the present at least, will not justify the creation of a 
cemetery on such a grand seale. 

4. Practically all of the cemeteries in the State of Arizona make special rates 
to the Government of the United States for soldier burials, and in cases where 
veterans are not buried by the Government the costs are materially lower than 
those paid by the general public. In addition to this reasonable service, all 
cemeteries have veteran plots which are limited to the burial of veterans of the 
armed services, and of course the competition of a Government cemetery will 
jeopardize the future maintainence of these veteran plots, and it must be re- 
membered that there are many, many veterans already buried in existing ceme- 
teries, and the problem of keeping these cemeteries in a good condition will be 
sreatly complicated. 

5. It is respectfully submitted that the cemeteries of Arizona have not had 
a proper opportunity to be heard on this matter. There is no strong organiza- 
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tion or association of cemeteries in Arizona at this time to fight for the private 
cemetery. Consequently, they are now caught with their guard down and are 
not able in the very brief time given to make a proper protest, and we further 
submit that no harm can be done to anyone if this matter is delayed till such 
time as both the Congress and the cemeteries of Arizona can determine the 
equities here involved. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons here hurriedly and inadequately presented we most respect 
fully urge that S. 2621 be not reported at this time; that a proper study be made 
of the needs for a cemetery of such proportions and if it is determined that such 
a need exists then let that need be met in such a manner that an entire industry 
so pregnant with the emotions of a great number of Arizona citizens will not 
be destroyed. 

Mr. Parren. For my own and the committee’s edification, I would 
like to clear up this point of the nonburial you raised. 

Mr. Bentsen. That is a pertinent point. We should clarify it. 

Mr. Parren. Also the cost of land statistics, if we might, we should 
try to arrive at them through the Department of the Army. 

Mr. Bentsen. We will receive any further information you might 
have on it. 

Mr. Berry. I would like to find out from Congressman Patten, 
do you favor the bill as it is worded ¢ 

Mr. Parren. I think there should be one cemetery. 

Mr. Berry. Don’t you think the bill should spell out where it should 
be? 

Mr. Parren. It is difficult to legislate exact size. The plot we pick 
might not be the most advantageous. I think we—— 

Mr. Berry. You indicated there was an airfield that the Government 
already owned out there that isn’t being used. I take it now 

Mr. Parren. But the airfield is much too big for a cemetery. You 
wouldn't attempt to administer that. If I were to say “lots 6 to 27 of 
township such-and-such, plot 12 of a certain plot,” I would be limiting, 
or we would be limiting, to a certain plot. 

Mr. Berry. Don’t you think that would be better? Here is the 
thought that I have in mind: This bill as it is worded goes quite a 
long ways, doesn’t it? The Secretary of the Army could put 200 
cemeteries in Arizona under this bill, couldn’t he ¢ 

Mr. Parren. He could, but he wouldn’t be Secretary of the Army. 

Mr. Berry. This authorizes from 1 to 200. 

Mr. Parren. I had understood the agreement was that we would 
limit it to one. 

Mr. Berry. If the site were chosen, and then if Congress was asked 
to designate that particular site, don’t you think that would be a better 
way to handle it / 

Mr. Parren. Sir, if you pass legislation for a dam, you usually 
say “a dam on the Colorado River.” You don’t put your finger in 
exactly the spot. You generally leave that to your reclamation and 
irrigation engineers to decide. 

Mr. Poutson. You have costs and other pertinent information. 

The Senator is here. 

Mr. Bentsen. Are there further questions of the witness! If not, 
we are pleased to have with us this morning the distinguished ma- 
jority leader of the Senate, Senator McFarland, of Arizona. 














30 NATIONAL CEMETERIES IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA 


STATEMENT OF HON. ERNEST W. McFARLAND, A SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE OF ARIZONA 


Senator McFar.anp. Thank you very kindly, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Murpock. Mr. Chairman, I think before the Senator begins 
his speech he ought to tell what he has been eating of late. He doesn’t 
have the right color. 

Senator McFartanp. Mr. Chairman, Congressman Murdock is 
kidding me a little bit. I got a touch of ptomaine poisoning out in 
Arizona. 

Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Poutson. That is to your advantage around here, to show the 
fact that you eat. 

Senator McFartanp. Mr. Chairman, I will make my remarks very 
brief. 

This bill, S. 2621, was introduced at the request of the American 
Legion and Veterans of Foreign Wars in Arizona. Really when we 
introduced the bill we were speaking for them. 

They feel very deeply about having a national cemetery in Ari- 
zona. There is not a national cemetery accessible to the veterans of 
Arizona, the nearest one being San Diego, and it is something that 
the veterans there have been wanting for a long, long time. 

I am told that it was said here before I arrived that “most States 
do not have national cemeteries.” According to information I ob- 
tained from the Department of the Army last year, prior to intro- 
duction of my bill, there are 80 active national cemeteries in the 
United States, located in 30 States and the District of Columbia. 
May I ask if this does not constitute a majority of the States; 30 out 
of 48? 

We have a veteran population there of probably close to 100,000, 
The Secretary of the Army recommends this cemetery because, as he 
states, there isn’t another national cemetery accessible and available 
to the veterans there. 

We have people who come to Arizona for respiratory diseases, 
arthritis, and many other diseases; and they are sent there by doctors ; 
just don’t have money to buy a proper lot in a good cemetery. But 
that isn’t the main reason why the veterans want this cemetery. 

I needn't tell the members of this committee that there is a com- 
radeship that exists between men who have fought side by side in 
war. This is a comradship that can’t be obtained in any other way, 
and they feel that they should be entitled to be buried side by side. 

I just returned from the Veterans of Foreign Wars convention at 
Kingman, Ariz., our State convention, and they handed me this 
letter just before I left, and I would like to read it to you. It says 
| reading |: 

In today’s session of our encampment it was called to the attention of the 
delegates that there is a strong lobby fighting S. 2621 in the House. This lobby 
is a selfish minority interested in making money from the sale of cemetery lots. 
How money-hungry can a man become? 

We were directed to write you and the other congressional Members from 
Arizona urging you to urge the utmost influence in getting this bill, already 
passed by the Senate, passed by the House. 

The veterans of the State, including this department of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, have been trying for 20 years to get a national cemetery in this State. 
Our nearest one is San Diego. We have about 100,000 veterans in Arizona and 
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more coming every day. Many of them are buried yearly in unknown or paupers’ 
gzraves. 

Recently we had a veteran who had been killed in action in Korea whose body 
was held in the mortuary for 7 weeks because private cemeteries refused his burial 
because of his color. A national cemetery would have prevented this tragedy, 
and Arizona would have been saved much unfavorable publicity. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars, Department of Arizona, in encampment in 
Kingman, Ariz., this 13th day of June 1952, earnestly and sincerely petition you 
to urge the House of Representatives to follow through with the Senate and pass 
8. 2621. 

Signed “Everett B. Hall, department commander; Edward V. 
Shaw, chairman; R. N. Pomeroy, member, legislative committee.” 

Mr. Murpock. Senator, before you came in Congressman Patten 
had read the same letter. 

Senator McFartanp. Pardon me. I didn’t know that. 

Mr. Murpock. I didn’t interrupt you earlier because there are one 
or two points in that letter that haven’t been cleared up. It was with 
regard to the holding up of a body of a veteran for 7 weeks. Do you 

know the facts on that / 

Mr. Bentsen. Let me tell you this first, Senator: That Mr. Riggs 
has stated that the reason it was held up was because there had to be a 
joint agreement between the Veterans of Foreign Wars and American 
Legion and probably Disabled Veterans, and that the American Legion 
had refused permission, as Mr. Riggs has stated. Do you know the 
facts on that ? 

Senator McFaruanp. I can tell you about that, and as far as that 
cemetery plot is concerned it will very soon pass out of the picture 
anyway. 

I happened to be at one of the meetings in Phoenix of the American 
Legion there and this matter was brought up. This was a colored 
soldier killed in Korea, and his body had been shipped home to Ari- 
zona. ‘There is in the Masonic Cemetery in Phoenix a plot which had 
been set aside for veterans. It was required in this case that, before 
the veteran could be buried there, a certification from each of the 
various departments—American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
and, I think, the Disabled Veterans’ organization—was required. I 
believe they might have been slow in certifyi ing because of this special 
requirement. But that situation has almost faded out anyway be- 
cause there are only a few spaces left for graves in that particular plot. 
That plot was in the Masonic Cemetery, and it was set aside at a time 
when there was a veteran heading the Masonic lodge in Phoenix. It 
probably will be filled within the year; so, there won't be any place 
that I know of in that part of the State where veterans can be buried 
together. Veterans have a strong desire to be buried in a national 
cemetery under the American flag. 

These boys in Arizona feel that other people have this privilege, 
and they think they should have it, too. 

I have a large number of telegrams here. I haven’t even read them 
myself because I just came in last night. I don’t know whether—— 

Mr. Bentsen. They may be the duplicates Mr. Patten has presented. 

Senator McFar.anp. I won’t repeat them, then. 

Mr. Murpock. Mr. Chairman, may I make a comment here or call 
the Senator's attention to something? I did before you came in, Sena- 
tor McFarland, and I feel that we owe it to you and to myself to repeat 
this: You have been interested in veterans in many, many respects. 
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I just called attention a moment ago to the fact that we would like to 
have veterans have a parcel of land in our State and in other States, 
a parcel of land on which to live as well as a parcel of land on which to 
rest. 

I recall that in April 1945 you and I got legislation through which 

resulted thus far, the third drawing being 2 2 weeks ago, in furnish- 
ing 107 parcels of land to veterans on 1 which to live. 

Now you and I may take due credit for that, I think, within the 
State of Arizona. In addition to that and because of that, I would 
like to be able to furnish a parcel of land for every veteran who needs 
a couch on which to rest. 

Senator McFarnanp. I thank you, Congressman. 

I don’t want the committee, though, to get the impression that this 
isa personal bill, because this is really a bill of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars and the American Legion. They are the ones that asked that it 
be introduced, and it is really their bill, and I do hope that the com- 
mittee will give it favorable consideration. It isn’t just my personal 
wish that this cemetery be established. It also means a great deal to 
the veterans of Arizona. 

Mr. Bentsen. Senator, a point came up earlier in the discussion in 
reference to the bill, where it uses plural on national cemeteries, and 
the question was raised as to whether you would have any objection to 
limiting it to one national cemetery ¢ 

Senator McFartanp. No; I wouldn’t have any objection. ‘To tell 
you the truth, every town would like to have a national cemetery close 
by. The only reason that I used the plural in there, was that I felt 
that the Army might want to pick out small plots next to our vet- 
erans’ hospitals. We have two large veterans’ hospitals in the State, 
and I did not know what the situation would be. I thought maybe 
they might want to do that rather than to have one large cemetery. 
But I would have no objection to limiting it to one; certainly not. All 
they want is a place to be buried in a cemetery owned by Uncle Sam 
over which the American flag will fly. It means a lot to these veterans, 
and to their loved ones, to know that their remains will be guarded and 
sheltered by the Federal Government they served during their lifetime. 

Thank you very kindly. 

Mr. Bentsen. Thank you very much, Senator, for your testimony. 

Mr. Rices. Mr. Chairman, could I make just another comment or 
two in regard to some statements that the Senator made? Iam read- 
ing here from a letter from the Greenwood Memorial Park, Phoenix, 
Ariz.: 

We have had 241 of these burials— 
and he is speaking about veterans’ burials— 


in the past 5 years. This section has no restriction as to race, color, or creed. 
We estimate that about 10 percent of veterans that are brought to Greenwood 
Memorial Park are interred in veterans’ sections. The others all prefer to select 
their location where they want and so are all over the cemetery. We allow Gov- 
ernment markers anywhere in the cemetery. Right now we have space in the 
veterans’ section to last 2 years and have plenty of developed ground set apart 
for another veterans’ section to accommodate several thousand. 


Mr. Bentsen. Where is this cemetery located ? 

Mr. Rices. Greenwood Memorial Park, Phoenix, Ariz. 

Senator McFarianp. Mr. Chairman, let me say this: If the com- 
mittee has any question that that plot I spoke of is just about filled, I 
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will be glad to wire out and get the evidence, because there is no ques- 
tion about it. I don’t think the opposition is coming from that par- 
ticular cemetery. 

Mr. Bentsen. Thank you, Senator. 

We have Mr. Kennedy here this morning to testify for the Ameri- 
can Legion. 


STATEMENT OF MILES KENNEDY, CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL 
LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION, AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Bosone, and gentlemen of the 
committee, my name is Miles Kennedy. I am the legislative director 
of the American Legion. I am appearing here at the request of Mr. 
John A. Durden, who is the commander of the American Legion of 
the State of Arizona. I have submitted a short statement of my own 
which I would like to have incorporated in the record. 

(The statement referred to is as follows :) 


The American Legion appreciates your courtesy in permitting a representa 
tive to appear before you in connection with hearings on S. 2621, a bill to pro- 
vide for national cemeteries in the State of Arizona, and which passed the Sen- 
ate under date of June 2, 1952. 

Attached to this statement, and made a part hereof by reference thereto, is a 
true copy of Resolution No, 423 duly adopted at the 1951 national convention of 
the American Legion, which said resolution urges the Congress to take the 
necessary action to provide additional national cemeteries in States where same 
are needed. 

In addition to the attached resolution, I am in receipt of a telegram from 
Mr. John A. Durden, commander of the American Legion Department of Arizona, 
requesting me to attend this hearing and on his behalf to ask this committee 
to give early and favorable consideration to the bill S. 2621. In his telegram, 
Department Commander Durden urges immediate passage of the bill and re- 
quested that I call your attention to the fact that the State of Arizona has over 
100,000 veterans residing within its borders, and that in addition there is a 
considerable influx of seriously disabled veterans from all parts of the country 
who go to Arizona seeking relief, which the climate of that State gives to many, 
especially those who are unfortunately afflicted with tuberculosis. 

We ofthe American Legion are well aware of the fact that certain private 
cemetery organizations oppose the creation of additional national cemeteries 
on the alleged ground that every time a veteran is buried in a national cemetery 
these private cemeteries lose some business. We reject this theory absolutely 
and respectfully request the members of this committee to disregard any such 
plea if same be made by anyone representing private cemeteries. 

The national organization of the American Legion respectfully urges your 
prompt approval of the bill S. 2621 so that same may be enacted into law before 
Congress recesses or adjourns. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to read from a letter which I just re- 
ceived from Mr. Warrington, who is the service officer and also legis- 
lative chairman of the American Legion Department of Arizona. This 
letter was received too late to have mimeographed and copied in my 
statement. With your permission, I would like to read this letter. 
It is addressed to me and dated June 12. [Reading :] 

At the direction of the department commander and on behalf of over 16,000 
Legionnaires in the State of Arizona, it is requested that you make known to 
the proper subcommittee members, committee members, and Members of the 
House our feeling concerning Senate bill 2621, which would authorize a national 
cemetery for Arizona. It is hoped that your oral testimony on June 16 will 
be phrased in the strongest terms and that this and any other written state 
ments you might file with the subcommittee will help in pointing out the great 
need for the establishment of a national cemetery in Arizona. 
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A brief glance at a map of the United States showing the location of the 
present 92 national cemeteries should convince anyone that it is economically 
desirable to place such a cemetery in Arizona. The vast distances involved 
in transportation in the West make unfeasible proper use of the presently existing 
national cemeteries for many areas, particularly the Southwest. 

It is reliably estimated that the veteran population in Arizona exceeds 
100,000. It is also common knowledge that we have a constant high rate of 
immigration to Arizona of seriously disabled veterans, many of whom come to 
enjoy the conforts of our climate from all parts of the United States in their 
declining days. Unfortunately a great number of these people delay too long 
their coming to Arizona and, therefore, do not receive the complete benefit of 
our climate, with the result that many of them die in Arizona after a relatively 
short period of residence. 

During the past year, of the approximately 35,000 veterans on whom records 
are maintained in the Veterans’ Administration in Arizona, the records show 
that over 410 deaths occurred. Knowing the total veteran population, it could 
be easily estimated from these known figures that perhaps as many as 1,000 
veterans a year die in our State. If we conservatively anticipated 200 burials 
of Arizonans a year in a national cemetery, plus those from other States who 
would be nearer this cemetery than any other, this would seem to be ample 
justification for the creation of such a cemetery within our borders. 

The geographic distribution of population within the country is ever moving 
westward, and yet a look at the map on the present location of national ceme- 
teries discloses that the distribution of such cemeteries is not in keeping with 
this westward trend. It is obviously more economically feasible to establish such 
a cemetery as closely as possible to where the needs will arise than to continue 
to expand existing cemeteries hundreds or thousands of miles away from the 
place of need. The inestimable humanitarian value of burying deceased serv- 
icemen within reasonable distance of their family home is of course a con- 
sideration that even misguided economy groups should consider. 

It is our understanding that there is some opposition to the creation of a 
national cemetery in Arizona by certain groups on the basis of economy. If 
those interests would like to debate the rightness or wrongness of burying our 
honored servicemen-dead in a national cemetery, we would be glad for an op- 
portunity to present our conflicting views before Congress or the people. We do 
not believe that these interests would presume to oppose the right for honorable 
burial in a national cemetery by those who have served our country in the 
Armed Forces. Their efforts to oppose a bill for the creation of an individual 
national cemetery is in effect an attempt to deny this right of honored burial 
without having to face the grateful people of the United States under their true 
colors. Since they are afraid to raise or meet the issue directly of burial in a 
national cemetery, they are basing their opposition on the questions of economy 
in construction of an individual cemetery in Arizona. 

We seriously doubt the propriety of even this argment when due consideration 
is taken of the potential load, distances involved, the inconvenience to the 
families and the Government, and the relative cost of continued expansion of 
old cemeteries as opposed to creation to new cemeteries nearer the source of 
need. 

Certain other interests are undoubtedly opposed to this specific bill as well 
as any others which would make their program of race prejudice more difficult. 
Recent incidents concerning burial of an Indian veteran in Iowa and a Negro 
in Phoenix gave these un-American interests propaganda material for weeks of 
front-page Nation-wide publicity. Construction of a national cemetery within 
reasonable distance of the potential need would do much to render impotent the 
efforts of this group. 

It is obvious that there exist only two groups in our Nation who would argue 
against the need for national cemeteries or this bill. One group would find it 
more difficult to destroy our country from within by losing a source of ammuni- 
tion for agitation. The other group would lose a field of potential profit ex- 
ploitation of the families of those who have served their country. 

We of the American Legion challenge these groups to take a public stand 
on the basic issue rather than to attempt to block this bill by using a screen of 
deceit and economy slogans, 
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Mr. Harrison. It seems to me that there has been a lot of pressure 
put on this committee by those in favor of this bill. If this com- 
mittee does not vote for this bill then we are the so-called misguided 
economy bloc, and it will be said that the blame should be on us 
and we are to be criticized if we don’t vote this bill out. Coupled 
with the other charge of the lobbyist, pressure is certainly going a 
long ways to put a wrong interpretation and the wrong presentation 
before this committee. 

Mr. Bentsen. Are there questions of the witness? 

Mr. Murpock. I don’t believe I have any. 

Mr. Berry. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Berry. 

Mr. Berry. The only question I would have would be to ask Mr. 
Kennedy, if the Legion does not feel that a site should be chosen and 
authorized by Congress, instead of just leaving it up to a shotgun 
proposition, as the bill does. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t know why you exactly term it a shotgun 
proposition. We are willing to accept anything within reason under 
the jurisdiction of Congress, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Berry. Don’t you feel 

Mr. Kennepy. In other words, what I mean, sir, is that if the bill 
were passed and signed by the President, when it came time to place 
the plots we have absolutely no objection to every type and reasonable 
restriction being imposed. 

Mr. Berry. Of course this bill doesn’t leave it to Congress. This 
bill authorizes the Secretary of the Army to select a site or sites and 
makes no limitation upon anything. 

Don’t you feel that it would be better legislation, and call it economy 
if you want to, but don’t you think that the Congress should designate 
where the cemetery is and know something about the cost, etc. ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. We have absolutely no objection to that at all. 

Yes, we are willing to abide and I think I can speak on behalf of 
the Legionnaires of Arizona, to any reasonable restriction you gen- 
tlemen see fit to put on, not only to the proper governmental agencies 
but you Members of Congress, on whom after all the final responsi- 
bility would rest. 

Mr. Murvocx. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

Mr. Bentsen. Mr. Murdock. 

Mr. Murpock. Mr. Kennedy, are you pretty well acquainted if 
Arizona? 

Mr. Kennepy. No, sir. 

Mr. Murpock. I was going to ask you with regard to one veteran 
of the first World War. Some of you may have seen with me last week 
an elderly gentleman, a judge of the Superior Court of Gila County, 
Ariz., residing at Globe, Judge Faries. Judge Faries is one of the 
most active men that I know of in civil matters in the State of Arizona. 
He has told me more than once, that he came from an eastern State, not 
knowing whether he would live 6 months, but that he was restored to 
health and is now retiring, after I think 30 years on the bench. 

I just cite Judge Faries as one of the best examples, and he is more 
Arizonian than I. It is my adopted State, too. 

Mr. Bentsen. Are you inferring by that that there is no need for 
cemeteries in Arizona ? 
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Mr. Sayvor. Mr. Chairman, the inference would be that despite all 
of this crying that we have heard, about the people that are coming out 
to Arizona because they are sick, that apparently they can be cured 
and live for at least 30 years. 

Mr. Murpock. The point is that these men who do survive make 
their homes there, are disposed to make that their home forever. I 
cite Judge Faries as a fair example. I don’t know about how many 
veterans there are but those that have made their homes there, I alluded 
to them earlier, most of them by the way were not native Arizona vet- 
erans because when a filing on public land is opened with veterans 
preference, we will get thousands of applications, as was done in the 
three cases that I referred to. 

Now those veterans come from other States, and they are only too 
glad to get a piece of land on which to live, and you may be sure that 
those men will want to remain on the soil of Arizona for all time to 
come. 

Mr. Benrsen. Are there further questions of the witness? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Bentsen. It seems to the chairman that we have been left up 
in the air on several questions that have been asked by the committee 
in relation to possibilities and costs, what all the facts surrounding the 
delayed burial of this veteran in Arizona are, and I personally don’t 
feel in position to vote on the bill until we have had some more infor- 
mation. I don’t know what the attitude of the committee is. I think 
we ought to put it off until we get some more of the facts that have 
been asked by several members of the committee. 

Mr. Sayuor. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that while we are getting 
information that we should secure from the Secretary of the Army an 
idea as to whether or not he intends to have one or more cemeteries, 
because the principal argument that has been given here with regard 
to the erection of cemeteries is distance and if there is only one to be 
erected, then the same argument will apply. It might be located 
nearer a center of population, but there would be from the other ends 
of the State the same factor distance of several hundred miles to be 
traveled, if there is to be only one cemetery. 

Mr. Bentsen. If there is no objection, we will stand adjourned, 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 





